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Writ for the Mandamus for the Order for the Enforcement of the Law for the Bill of the Rights, Ratified December 15, 1791, by the 

Zeke Smith, 500 Summer Street NE, Salem, Oregon, in the Zeke Smith’s Private Capacity 

The Establishment for the Authority 

Article 1: I, Henry Shivley, present physical domain, 419 Ash Street, Chiloquin, Oregon, am the affiant for this document, titled: Writ 

for the Order for the Mandamus for the Enforcement of the Law for the Bill of the Rights, Ratified December 15, 1791, by the Zeke 

Smith, 500 Summer Street NE, Salem, Oregon, in the Zeke Smith’s Private Capacity, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 2: Affiant states that affiant is the free sovereign national for the united States of the Americas, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 3: Affiant states that affiant is not the 14
th

 Amendment citizen subject to the government for the United States of America, 

incorporated, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 4: Affiant states that affiant is the absolute beneficiary for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified 

December 15, 1791, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 5: Affiant states the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, consists of ten 

Articles, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 6: Affiant states the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, is absolute law that 

can never be altered, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 7: Affiant states Article the 9 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, 

declares absolute that no authority can be created by the Constitution for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 

1791 to deny or disparage any of the rights for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 

1791, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 8: Affiant states Article the 10 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, 

declares that the prohibitions for the federal Constitution extends to the states, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 9: Affiant states that the only authority that can take jurisdiction over the affiant must be through the procedural due process 

described in the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, and only within the jurisdiction 

for the common law court for the which can only be empowered by the personal jurisdiction for the American sovereign national in 

the sovereign national’s private capacity, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 10: Affiant states that Article the 7 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, 

declares as absolute in suits at common law where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars the right of trial by the jury 

shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury, shall be otherwise reexamined in any court of the united States than according to the 

rules of the common law, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 11: Affiant states that the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, is the common 

law, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 12: Affiant states that the common law by the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 

1791, is the supreme law for the united States of the Americas, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 13: Affiant states that the common law jury is the only decider for the fact for the common law for the Bill of the Rights for 

the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as affirmed by the affiant. 
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Charge for the Violation of the Affiant’s Rights for the Mandamus Titled: Writ for the Mandamus for the Order for the 

Enforcement of the Law for the Bill of the Rights, Ratified December 15, 1791, by the Zeke Smith, 500 Summer Street NE, Salem, 

Oregon, in the Zeke Smith’s Private Capacity 

Article 1: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in tandem 

and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, is in violation of the absolute law for the Bill of the 

Rights, ratified December 15, 1791, for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as charged by the affiant. 

Article 2: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in tandem 

and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, for the participation in and the creation of inter-

governmental contracts that proclaim an authority over the affiant, apart from the common law, as charged by the affiant. 

Article 3: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in tandem 

and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, with the violation of the Article the 9 for the Bill of the 

Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as charged by the affiant. 

Article 4: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in tandem 

and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, with the violation of the Article the 10 for the Bill of the 

Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as charged by the affiant. 

Article 5: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in tandem 

and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, with the violation of the Article the 1 for the Bill of the 

Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as charged by the affiant. 

Article 6: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in tandem 

and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, with the violation of the Article the 2 for the Bill of the 

Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as charged by the affiant. 

Article 7: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in tandem 

and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, with the violation of the Article the 3 for the Bill of the 

Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as charged by the affiant. 

Article 8: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in tandem 

and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, with the violation of the Article the 4 for the Bill of the 

Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as charged by the affiant. 

Article 9: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in tandem 

and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, with the violation of the Article the 5 for the Bill of the 

Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as charged by the affiant. 

Article 10: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in 

tandem and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, with the violation of the Article the 6 for the Bill 

of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as charged by the affiant. 

Article 11: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in 

tandem and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, with the violation of the Article the 7 for the Bill 

of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as charged by the affiant. 

Article 12: On the September 17, 2018 and continuing, affiant charges Zeke Smith in Zeke Smith’s private capacity, working in 

tandem and cooperation with criminal usurpers for the United States, incorporated, with the violation of the Article the 8 for the Bill 

of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as charged by the affiant.  
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Statement of the Facts for the Mandamus Titled: Writ for the Mandamus for the Order for the Enforcement of the Law for the Bill 

of the Rights, Ratified December 15, 1791, by the Zeke Smith, 500 Summer Street NE, Salem, Oregon, in the Zeke Smith’s Private 

Capacity 

Article 1: Affiant states that the authority for the every contract in the united States of the Americas derives ultimate authority from 

the Constitution for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 2: Affiant states that Article the 9 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, 

states “The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the 

people.”, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 3: Affiant states that no contract can be created to deny or disparage the absolute rights for the affiant guaranteed by the 

absolute law by the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 4: Affiant states that the any contract asserting the notion of the any authority in violation of Article the 9 for the Bill of the 

Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, is prohibited by the absolute law that is the Bill of the 

Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, and is null and void, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 5: Affiant states that Article the 10 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, 

states “The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the states, are reserved to the 

states respectively, or to the people.”, as affirmed by the affiant. 

Article 6: Affiant states that the states chartered under the authority of the Constitution for the united States of the Americas, 

ratified December 15, 1791, are prohibited by Article the 9 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified 

December 15, 1791, from creating the any authority that disparages or denies the absolute rights retained by the affiant, as affirmed 

by the affiant. 
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Definitions for the Mandamus Titled: Writ for the Mandamus for the Order for the Enforcement of the Law for the Bill of the 

Rights, Ratified December 15, 1791, by the Zeke Smith, 500 Summer Street NE, Salem, Oregon, in the Zeke Smith’s Private 

Capacity 

1. Writ of Mandamus: a writ which orders a public agency or governmental body to perform an act required by law when it has 

neglected or refused to do so (Source: Black’s Law Dictionary, 6
th

 Edition). 

2. Enumeration, as cited for Article the 9 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791: 

to reckon or name singly; count; number (Source: The Winston Dictionary). 

3. Rights, as cited for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791: powers of free action 

(Source: Black’s Law Dictionary, 6th Edition). 

4. Tandem: one behind another (Source: The Winston Dictionary). 

5. Unalienable: cannot be taken away or denied (Source: Webster Dictionary) 
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Conclusion for the Mandamus Titled: Writ for the Mandamus for the Order for the Enforcement of the Law for the Bill of the 

Rights, Ratified December 15, 1791, by Zeke Smith, 500 Summer Street NE, Salem, Oregon, in the Zeke Smith’s Private Capacity 

1. The affiant states that affiant declares affiant’s status as a sovereign national for the united States of the Americas. 

2. Affiant understands that the Constitution for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, is subverted through 

acts of treason committed in the year 1868, in direct violation of Article the 9 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the 

Americas, ratified December 15, 1791. 

3. Affiant understands that the 14
th

 Amendment for the fraudulent corporate constitution for the United States of America, 

incorporated, is a fraud, designed to usurp the authority of the affiant and make affiant subject to an authority that cannot exist, as 

declared by Article the 9 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, and thus the 14th 

Amendment is non-binding to affiant in affiant’s capacity as the free American national. 

4. Affiant states that affiant can assert affiant’s absolute rights at any and every instance. 

5. Affiant states that all contracts affiant has signed to procure needed health care are signed under duress. 

6. Affiant states that affiant is aware that affiant’s estate as an American national is seized without the due process for the common 

law by the unlawful corporate entities for the United States, incorporated, occupying the people’s offices of power, as established 

under the Constitution for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791. 

7. Affiant understands that affiant’s wealth as the true owner for the united States of the Americas is being unlawfully transferred 

through illegal contracting between state and federal actors, designed to remove affiant’s absolute common law rights to the 

procedural due process, declared as absolute law in the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 

1791. 

8. Affiant understands that the illegal contracts presume to create an illegal jurisdiction, outside and apart from the common law 

jurisdiction guaranteed the affiant as an American national by the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified 

December 15, 1791. 

9. Affiant states that affiant is a cardiac patient, having endured an aortic valve replacement in 1995 as a result of a condition called 

endocarditis, which means that bacteria destroyed affiant’s aortic valve, which had to be replaced with a prosthetic.  After the 

operation, affiant had to attend a couple of seminars.  The first involved the Coumadin therapy affiant would be on the rest of 

affiant’s life.  Affiant signed documentation not under duress that declared that affiant’s cardiologist would be affiant’s primary care 

physician for the rest of affiant’s life.  Affiant then attended a meeting with an oral surgeon who explained to affiant that all affiant’s 

dental procedures would be done only by the oral surgeon for the rest of affiant’s life.  Affiant believes affiant even had to sign a 

statement saying that affiant understood and agreed.   

10. For many years now affiant is denied affiant’s cardiologist as affiant’s primary care physician by the contracted insurance 

company taking the money removed from affiant’s estate as an American national without the due process of the law. 

11. On or about August 22, 2018, affiant had a tooth abscess.  Affiant called affiant’s cardiologist to order antibiotics because affiant 

refuses to accept any primary care physician assigned by the insurance company, Cascade Health Alliance, which has presumed a 

position of custody over affiant through illegal inter-governmental contracts. 

12. Over the years, on a few occasions, affiant’s cardiologist of twenty-three years has written letters to the Oregon Health Authority 

explaining that affiant needs an open medical card because affiant can’t wait around for each player in this insurance scam to 

receive their graft.  When affiant has an infection, affiant is in immediate danger. 
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13. Affiant is sending Zeke Smith, in his private capacity, copies of the letters affiant’s cardiologist has provided to the illegal 

contractors.  The necessity for the open medical card has never changed, but time and again, the open card has been removed and 

replaced by the insurance providers who have based themselves in the county affiant lives in. 

14. If affiant lived in any other county in the state, this would not be the situation.  The illegal corporate government of Klamath 

County has declared all residents without the means to buy private insurance as their corporate property. 

15. On or about August 22, 2018, affiant is engaged in the phone conversation with cardiologist Dr. Brian Gross’ nurse, Pam 

Boatwright, pertaining to Cascade Health Alliance’s dictate that Dr. Brian Gross could not give affiant a referral to the oral surgeon 

because affiant lives in Klamath County.  Affiant asked Pam Boatright, “Are you telling me that Klamath County owns me and has 

taken custody of my medical decisions?”  To which she replied, “Yes”. 

16. Affiant is a free individual sovereign national in full possession of affiant’s absolute Bill of the Rights for the united States of the 

Americas, ratified December 15, 1791.  No person or corporation owns affiant and this assertion that Klamath County’s Cascade 

Health Alliance owns affiant is putting affiant’s life in danger. 

17. By the dictate of Article the 9 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, no 

authority can be created in the Constitution for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, to deny or disparage 

affiant’s absolute rights. 

18. When the Oregon Health Authority sent affiant the denial for the open medical card on October 27, 2016, they also sent a little 

packet for an administrative hearing.  There is no administrative jurisdiction over an American national and the very notion is a 

violation of the procedural due process in the common law guaranteed the affiant by the Bill of the Rights for the united States of 

the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791. 

19. The Oregon Health Authority is declaring an authority that supersedes Article the 9 and 10 for the Bill of the Rights for the united 

States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, as Article the 10 prohibits to the states that which is prohibited to the 

Constitution for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, by Article the 9 for the Bill of the Rights for the 

united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791. 

20. Affiant knows that the illegal corporate Supreme Court has declared this seizure of affiant’s person and removal of affiant’s 

rights via these illegal contracts as constitutional.  Affiant affirms that even the original Supreme Court for the Constitution for the 

united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, did not have the authority to define or regulate in any way the Bill of the 

Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791. 

21. Every American national is guaranteed the common law and there can be no authority invoked upon an American national, 

except by the movement of the common law court by the individual in his or her private capacity. 

22. The common law courts have been removed by the federal emergency War Powers Act and various other federal emergency 

acts.  These removals are illegal as Article the 9 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 

1791, forbids any authority for the denial or disparagement of the rights. It has all been done without authority as no such authority 

can exist as it is forbidden by Article the 9 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791. 

23. The Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791, is unalienable law, which means it cannot 

be given away, let alone taken.  The authority and the jurisdiction for the movement of the common law court is the individual 

American national’s authority and that authority and jurisdiction can only be invoked by the American national in his or her private 

capacity.   
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Order for the Mandamus Titled: Writ for the Mandamus for the Enforcement of the Law for the Bill of the Rights, Ratified 

December 15, 1791, by the Zeke Smith, 500 Summer Street NE, Salem, Oregon, in the Zeke Smith’s Private Capacity 

1. In consideration of the unlawful removal of the common law courts, affiant invokes affiant’s jurisdiction and authority personally, 

as an American national, by the authority of the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791. 

2. By the authority of the affiant, affiant demands that Zeke Smith, in his private capacity, obey the Bill of the Rights for the united 

States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 1791. 

3. By the authority of the affiant, affiant demands that Zeke Smith, in his private capacity, inform all of the illegal contractors known 

to Zeke Smith to be in violation of Article the 9 for the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified December 15, 

1791, that the affiant, Henry Shivley, presently residing at 419 Ash Street, Chiloquin, Oregon, is a free national for the united States 

of the Americas, and affiant has invoked affiant’s rights under the Bill of the Rights for the united States of the Americas, ratified 

December 15, 1791. 

4. Affiant, by affiant’s authority, demands that affiant’s cardiologist is affiant’s primary care physician for the rest of affiant’s life. 

5. Affiant demands that in partial redress for the theft of affiant’s resources and illegal contracting committed without affiant’s 

authorization, that affiant be issued an open medical card for the rest of affiant’s life. 

6. This mandamus will be published and it is correct in law.  The American nationals as the true owners of this nation are awakening 

and can see what has been done and will reinstate the original Constitution and all those involved in the corporate contracting scam 

will face trial.  If ignored, this document will serve as prima fascia evidence of intent. 

7. The statements made in this Mandamus titled: Writ for the Mandamus for the Enforcement of the Law for the Bill of the Rights, 

Ratified December 15, 1791, by Zeke Smith, 500 Summer Street NE, Salem, Oregon, in Zeke Smith’s Private Capacity are the truth to 

the best of affiant’s knowledge. 

 

 

Affiant_______________________________________________________________________  Date______________________ 

 Henry Shivley, free American national for the united States of the Americas 

 

 

Witness_______________________________________________________________________ Date_____________________ 

 Laura Shivley, free American national for the united States of the Americas 

 

 

Witness_______________________________________________________________________ Date_____________________ 

 Cameron Shivley, free American national for the united States of the Americas 
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